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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sh t with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 



1)D 
2a)D 
3)D 



Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

This action is FINAL. 2b)H This action is non-final. 



Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) K Claim(s) 1-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |S Claim(s) 1-15 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 
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Claim Objections 

Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: claim 14 is dependent on 
claim 14. Appropriate correction is required. 
Examiner assumes that: 
Claim 14 is dependent on claim 13. 

Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: unactuate or unactuating is 
not defined in specification nor is it an actual word. 
Examiner assumes that 

Unactuate or unactuating meant inactive or inactivating. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 5, and 8-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Little 
etal. (US 6,204,846). 
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As per claim 1, Little et al. teaches a data processing apparatus having a user interface 
assisting in searching for information from an ordered list in a data array(col. 3, line 5-25), the 
apparatus comprising: 

an array scroller responsive to user actuation (col. 3, lines 25-35); and 
a helper character-generator, actuated by continued user actuation of the array scroller, 
the helper character generator being operative to display a helper character representative of a 
portion in the list being scrolled (Fig 7, item 156, col. 9 lines 30-56; Examiner infers to the 
"Showing 38-63 of 100" to be representative of a portion in the list being scrolled). 

As per claim 2, Little et al. teaches the data processing apparatus of claim 1 wherein, 
the helper character shows additional helper characters by inactivating the array scroller, 
then reactivating the array scroller (col 9, lines 18-29; Examiner infers to the fact that different 
status popup windows are shown during user interaction with the scroll bar to be showing 
additional helper characters). 

As per claim 3, Little et al. teaches the computing apparatus of claim 1 wherein, the 
helper character display corresponds to a location on a GUI display (Fig 7, item 156, col. 9 lines 
30-56). 

As per claim 5, Little et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 4 wherein the item is selected 
from at least one of the following: alpha-numerical characters, pictographs, letters in a name, 
prefixes in telephone numbers (Fig 7, item 156, col, 9, lines 18-29). 

As per claim 8, it is rejected under the same rationale as claim 1 . (see rejection above) 
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As per claim 9, Little et al. teaches the method of claim 8, wherein the data processing 
environment comprises a distributed environment (col. 5, lines 9-24; Examiner infers to a 
network environment to be a distributed environment). 

As per claim 10, Little et al. teaches software for being installed on an information 
processing apparatus, wherein the software renders the apparatus operative to display a helper 
character representative of a portion of an ordered list currently being scrolled in response to a 
user interacting with the apparatus client (Fig 7, item 156, col. 9 lines 30-56). 

As per claim 11, Little et al. teaches a service supplied in a client-server configuration, 
wherein: the server provides user-access to an ordered list of information items (col. 5, lines 9- 
31); and 

the client is enabled to interact with the server, the server controlling the client to display 
a helper character representative of a portion of the list currently being scrolled at the client (Fig 
7, item 156, col. 9 lines 30-56; Examiner infers to the "Showing 38-63 of 100" to be 
representative of a portion in the list being scrolled). 

As per claim 12, Little et al. teaches the network service of claim 1 1, wherein, the client 
comprises at least one of the following: a handheld device, a desktop computer, a laptop 
computer, a wireless telephone handset, a portable media playing device, cell phone (col. 5, lines 
1-23). 

As per claim 13, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1. (see rejection above) 
As per claim 14, Little teaches the information storage medium of claim 14 wherein the 
ordered list comprises at least one of the following: a sequence of alpha-numeric characters, a 
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sequence of pictographs, a sequence of images, a sequence of sounds (Fig 7, item 156, col. 9 
lines 30-56). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Little et al. (US 
6,204,846) in view of Mugura et al. (US 5,977,975). 

As per claim 4, Little et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 1 . However he fails to teach 
comprising at least one of the following, a handheld device, a mobile telephone, an Internet- 
enable device with a browser. Mugura et al. teaches an apparatus comprising at least one of the 
following, a handheld device, a mobile telephone, an Internet-enable device with a browser. It 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Mugura et al.'s 
teaching with Little et al.'s apparatus in order to allow user to manipulate GUI display on a hand 
held device. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Little et al. (US 
6,204,846) in view of Gibb et al. (US 6,225,996). 
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As per claim 6, Little et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 1. However he fails to teach 
wherein the list is multi-dimensional. Gibb et al. teaches an apparatus wherein the list is multi- 
dimensional (fig 6, items: the horizontal scroll bar, and the vertical scroll bar). It would have 
been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Gibb et al.'s teaching with Little 
et al.'s apparatus in order to display records that are saved in spreadsheet format. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Little et al. (US 
6,204,846) in view of Xia et al. (US 6,252,594). 

As per claim 7, Little et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 1. However he fails to teach 
wherein the helper character-generator renders a helper character comprising at least one of the 
following: audio feedback, video feedback, tactile feedback. Xia et al. teaches a apparatus 
wherein the helper character-generator renders a helper character comprising at least one of the 
following: audio feedback, video feedback, tactile feedback (abstract). It would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Xia et al. 's teaching with Little et 
al.'s apparatus in order to further remind the user the page number of the current page. 

As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scope as claim 7. (see 
rejection above) 

Conclusion 

The following patents are cited to further show the state of the art with respect to a 
scrolling device: 

Isensee et al. (US 5,550,559) disclose a method and apparatus for locating apoint in a list 
Amro et al. (US 5,680,561) disclose an effectively locating an object within a compound 
document using an elevator. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (703) 305-7615. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

KRISTINE KINCAID 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 

Peng Ke 



